_ '•* v'nouxi wo7 iV 

\ '**3 40 II, ON 

j Wh, «(C. wo. >7 



LL 



Mt0»t04 






♦ UNI TED STATES GCi^P \NMENT 

Memorandum 






■is*--* 



S’. 'p r 



■tJshPjkCT: 

a& * ' -' 

*i ■ 




^ Mohr 






DATE: 1/S1/S7 



■ v 



^ >/TT^ 

: ;'SW"T ‘ 





■- l j / - 






..V'a/' 
V 



ASSASSMATibN OF P3ZSZDENT- Jm VV 

JOHN F;TZGFR.lLI>I-CF,N>r2DY ■ ■ ■ // 

DALLAS, TEXAS, 11/22/63 " -A V-. -VA . ; 

IviA^ji LLANEOUS INFORM ^I^ N CONCERNING 

H / i .-'■ 0 I ci Ae /shVtf- 

■"*»} T-- V/ n rrt“V C ? S » r me; 2 0r2 ' ndum of 1/26/67, captioned as above, fro-. - ' 

• V ‘ • to Mr * Conrad, concludes by recomner W- ~*L<~ V* 

i ■ ■'■ Research Umt_determir.e whether the statements made a4i"“AA---- -T V'-' 
xunarnxner SA ^yndal m Shaneyfelt are libelous. . For the reasons siowr ~b-l~v/ 

ktiql _p ?f® arcil Unit concludes that the statements are libelous and that 

It: /A . ■ * Shaneyfelt has a cause of action against the author of .Whitewash F ^ -• •• ■’«■• 

; L^/VU'V ;i / ••• ' ■••-•/ ■ • - ■ j Hf .//■; - 

'i?S 1- T he statements made in the bock definitely are *«belo««' £ 

Th6y g0 far beyoad range of to 

■?/*■ |^* a thsi t to tal context, that Shaneyfelt is a liar, former etc 

A s ’lo-°d^ e ^L ampl ® basis on w hich the ordinary person could sue' fo" line" 

AR $o± defamation oi character as the case may be. “ — — - 
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A special problem arises in Shaneyfelt J s case, however b— - 
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i ■** ± c*.j. ill OiId.AtlVi.CitS C2.SG hAy 

* 1S a P ub h.c employee who has come to some public attenwo-^ay 
•use of his PvsmiMti^o ,-v, ,, ^ 
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J w lu oUIIle PUD 1C pr -pvi-*- ^ • 

# : ttf 1 !f f i lS ex , anllnat W- s la the work of the Warren Commission o-. A 

Presiaent. If Shaneyfelt is now a "public official" m s c ’ 2s . rii/“ 
-determined by a rule different from that uLd ir U At- A f !- 

,,,, : brousht by an ordinary person. This rule wLAAdA? 
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., .. . , ^.public Official is allowed the civil remedy for libel are s-a^-^'e 

, - -t he ©siaonshes that the utterance was false and that it was made 

°L ltS fals ? y or in r eckloss disregard of whether it was false or'”* 
Ml: orlv'hv iff hhf f AS bl f ?“ cial “*y successfully sue for libel or el 
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of President 
itzgerald Kennedy 
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oCelL-meous Information Concerning 



, ||i^« true or false. A public official is held to this st-ict- ^ 

is such that in a free ^ po f :r i0:i of a Fhblic official 

concerning the 





c «,- f _, ,„ T i le Supreme Court has not clearly defined the term 

75 Tltss)? purp0sas - As ae Crart to Rosenblatt v, 3aL- 



COO rr 
J *J<Uks \J * £,* 



• v 0 7 ® renaj^ed in New York Times that we had -o »> 

m : otherwlse t0 specify categories of persons who would or would not be inclu 
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After the above language, the Court went 
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"£:■ c0 u , se oth ® r Qualifying words which we believe c^ea-’v ^ric^F^~ 

^ -Sfneyfeit is not a "public official” for ourooses of 
..K*- The Court said, for example: ~ x ‘°‘ fli 

X’i v/ 

'•'%i o-n^pe <v *? ciear > therefore, that the ’public official’ cesium * o- 
bA; . ^rP^es «.i die very least to those among the b*erarcW o' o-o V a—~7.T “ 

. employees^ who have, cr appear to the public to have, s^stSiiT^" 

-•■h for or control over the conduct of Governments 1 e^iVe ~--+ <-. , 

that the New York Time® ^aUce ^tand-'r— s.«^„ _/'7f * ! .* * 1 conclusion 

■0" because a : C *‘*7~ standards app_y coula not oe reached merely 

-ecause a^sUten.cnt uamma.ory of some person in government emclc-r 

the publics interest; that conclusion would virtuailv disregard society* - 

. ^.hv^kv S rep 7 tatior -s. The employee’s position must be one which would ^ 
u.vute public scrutiny ana discussion of the person holdin™ it entmelv r-^-t 
ixrom the scrutiny and discussion occasioned by the particular charges ontrcve: 

qa ctor, ^ u . From the above language the Legal Research Unit concludes that 
SA^hane^eit is not a "public official” for purposes of the law of libel and slander 
he is not hela to the stricter standard of proof applied to 
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official who sues. ^ 

Oi prooi which, is much easier to meet and which 




I’e is, on the contrary, held only to the ordinary standaiS^ 



jr , , LU cawvjt axia v/niCii C£.;i be xiinDly sun-oorled bv 

I the defamatory language used in the referenced book. * * ‘ ‘ 3 . 






to be a "nnhlir ^y^7 ed iJ^ 0Te0VeTt ***** evsn should SA Shaneyfelt be held 
'.»•• - 10 ^ a p “ bllc 0iilGla - for this purpose, the referenced booh d*sp^'s sue 1 - « 
reCiCSSS disregard for the truth or falsity of charges tV" -Ml 

*Pi ■ hr-jfd a^fettprobaay could recover under even the stricter standard 

a' ; - . I'O pUD-Llu OUlClcLlS# 

... >- ». . There are several policy considerations which are v 'Ct w^ f Mr, 

the province of the Legal Research Unit but we mention them for such value - 
tney may have 111 maaln S a decision wither SA Shaneyfelt should bring suit: 
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a law 



.. j. , . A ^® author oi tne referenced book may be inviting 

, sud: obtain publicity and sales for his book. 

kti ;” ■ ' • 

ffe + v- xv ^ If tlie libel in th3 referenced book is not challenged now 

s^or may come out with Whitewash in - a book wmch he ^ ~o b« 

M , n0W 7 Writ j ns " and m - e ia ^ bobk additional statements wMch ie^even more ; 
i|- f stooped now 1 til0Se made ^ere. The danger seems considerable if he is not 
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(3) If S'A Shaneyfelt^ integrity ever is ouestioned in court whe"« 
heappears in his usual capacity as an FBI Laboratory Examiner and challenged 

je\ti^ 1C ^+? ei - eT37 ? e . 013 stateoents mad£ in this bock, a bad impression 

m iA.it, to s«.y c„e least, ii SA Shaneyfelt must reply that he took no action ir 

M Sfli? consider failure to take action as a sort of admission 

of guilt by both SA Shaneyfelt and the FBI. 
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, . ^ “ s time passes and SA Shaneyfelt is not challenged in cour 

during regular testimony, his claim for damages should he later consider 
kCt_onjryhis case is considerably weakened. 
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^A|^Iem°randuni J. J. Casper to Mr. Mohr 
_/ -A-’' ■ inati o n of President 

. «jpf» 'Fitzgerald Kennedy 
v * ; Alias, Texas 11/22/63 
XfX • f- ^Miscellaneous Information Concerning 
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That this memorandum be referred to the FBI Laboratory. 
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